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1 wish to put In writing the oral testimony given at the ahove referenced hearing;

The gentleman from our local electric wiiljty, Ameren/UL, hos stated that the utilities producing the nuclear waste
are collecting through a onc mil per KWH the funds 1o puy for the disposal of the waste gencrated in the seventy

1 two commerciul nuclear waste sites, a sum now equal (0 some gixtaen billion dollars. We have been informed that
the anticipated cost for the total project will amount to some thirty billion dollars. 1 am nota high cnergy physicist,
and my mathematical comprehension may be a bit on the slow side, bul that sounds lke a litle anore thun half the
total prosently anticipated costs. Jt might he added that I have never secn 4 Federal estimate that was on the low
sides--How much is to be lefl (o the public, through its Federal Governmenn, to pay for the wust of this disposal
program? |

2 What consideration has been given to the impact of the proposed program on the sacred sites of Native Americans? |

Why is it that the rights of the First Natlons people must consistently be ignored for the beneflt and shame of those
who played the same role as those who slaughtcred millions of Jews iu Burope, or enslaved the native people of
Africa?

| What consideration is being given (o the environmental impact on the native grasses and sage brush of the

3 surrounding descrt, alrcady suffering frons wn invasion of Cheat Grass?
What consideration has been given (o the impict on other natve flora of the area? |
4 |Wmt consideration has been given (o the impact on desen fauna, reptiles, insects und spidluLl
ml‘ thoughit ius been given 10 the realistic advantage of ceasing the process of creating more and more nuclear
5 waste? Of making the problem even greuter? |
6... |W_f\y should the utilities not be made responsible for disposal of the waste on slt&l

;Whanj 1 is gained by subjecting so many millions of people 1o the potential hazards of shipping this material through
7 ides and cownrysbdi,

8 }"erhaps some of these questions might have been answered had the Impact Statements been delivered in timely
S manncr to permit the public to see and read them prior to hearings: But, what trust can the public have wiﬂ] an

Agency handling massive umounts of waste--huzardous waste--if it can not get its mail to the post office?

6 cont. I Plcase, “Leave it be” where it is!
Respeetfully submitted, .—D
’
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